



























The Significance of Assessing Pragmatic Competence for ACTFL-OPI
 Miho NISHIMURA
Abstract
　　ACTFL-OPI is based on a communication style in which the learner utters 
something in response to the tester’s question. As is the case in the daily 
conversation, the speaking proficiency is closely related to what the speaker 
hears, the listening comprehension or the competence in predicting the context. 
Doing ACTFL-OPI, we can assess the pragmatic competence in speaking through 
listening.
　　According to the two investigations I have conducted, the easiest reactive 
token or the way of turn-taking takes the form of the back-channels such as “ah” 
or repetition. In the case of the learners below intermediate, repetitions were 
often observed when the tester seems to have yielded the turn of utterance, since 
the co-construction takes place after the learner ponders the meaning of what the 
tester has said. The differences in quality- and quantity-level were observed 
concerning the reactive expressions such as back-channels-in-advance or “so-des-
ne-e,” though. On the other hand, the co-construction through taking the turn 
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with a particle is rather difficult, such that only the learners above advanced-high 
can do this.
　　As for the contents of turn-taking, the learners below intermediate-mid 
cannot achieve the co-construction through intervening positively in the tester’s 
utterance, unless the tester urges the learner’s utterance. “Helping” co-
construction can only be achieved by the learners at the advanced-high level or 
above, since the information involved is on the tester’s side.
　　That is, in ACTFL-OPI, the fundamental proficiency which separates the 
passive intermediate learners from the active advanced learners is decided by the 
proficiency in speaking through listening, i.e., the pragmatic competence whose 
ratio to the whole in rating is only 1/24. No notable difference of level in active 
turn-taking was observed, and yet this can also be counted as one peculiar 
strategy of discourse management in Oral Proficiency Interviews, in which the 


































































まず、KYコーパス 3の韓国人日本語学習者 30名分（初級 5名／中級 10名／上級 10名
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